Appl.No. 10/680,912 
Amendment 

Remarks/Arguments: 

Claims 1-21 had been pending in the above-referenced patent application prior to the 
present Amendment. By action of the present Amendment, Cls 1 and 12 are cancelled and 
rewritten as newly added Cls 22 and 23. Cls. 1-1 1 and 13-21 are amended. 

Claim 1 has been cancelled and, for clarity, rewritten as newly-added Claim 22 in 
conformity with the implicit suggestion of the Examiner set forth in line 4 of paragraph 4 and 
again in line 2 of paragraph 4 on page 3 of the instant Office Action. The invention is now 
claimed as a combination of a watercraft and an attachment, and the specification of the 
watercraft structure in said claim clearly distinguishes it over Myers, published US Patent 
Application 2002/01 29756 Al . This claim is believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Claims 1-11 and 13-21 are amended to reflect the language of the change in the claimed 
invention introduced in newly-added Claim 22. 

Claims 2, 6 and 16 have been amended to depend from newly added Claim 22. 

Claims 6 and 9 have been further amended for conformity in the use of "inflatable" rather 
than "inflated". 

Claim 1 1 has been further amended for increased specifity. 

Claim 12 is cancelled and, for clarity, rewritten as newly-added Claim 23 to replace 
possibly nonspecific claims language. 
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Claims 13 and 14 have been amended to depend from and conform to the language of 
newly-added Claim 23. 

Claim 14 has been further amended to remove possibly nonspecific claim language. 

Claims 16-21 were rejected in the instant Office Action under 35 USC 103(a) over Myers 
in view of Langreck, U.S. Patent 5,848,924. The limitations added by newly-added Claim 22, 
from which Claims 16-21 depend, serve to distinguish Claims 16-21 over Langreck, and are 
believed to place these claims in condition for allowance. 

In summary, newly-added Claim 22, an amended version of cancelled Claim 1 rewritten 
for clarity, which claims the invention as a combination of a watercraft with a specified 
attachment, is believed to be in condition for allowance, and hence Claims 2-1, 13-21 and 23, 
which depend directly or indirectly from newly-added Claim 22 and are limited by Claim 22 are 
also now believed to be in condition for allowance. These amendments are believed to place the 
application in condition for allowance. 
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